The Cord Weekly (October 22, 1992) by unknown
Referendum
'92
A special supplement examining the Charlottetown Accord, and the October 26 referendum.
"It's a beginning."
Carleen Elliott from the
Wejeendimin native re-
sourcecentre discusses
her qualified supportfor
theAccordMee "Aborigi-
nals ir shy Yes to
Charlottetown Accord as
a start".
"Theproposal for
the Constitutional
reforms may as
well have been
written in 1867
than 1992." .
Beth Hadyl explains the
stance National Action
Committee on the Status of
Women has taken in the
referendum. See "Women
ignored again",
"I think Laurier
has the most won-
derful debate go-
ing on."
Dr. Loma Marsden,presi-
dent of Wilfrid Laurier,
shares her impressions of
the Accord. See "Marsden
afirm undecided".
"The cheapest of
cheap shots."
That's how Bob Rae, in
Quebec to rally the Yes
forces, describes Pierre
Trudeau's opposition to
the Accord. See "Bob Rae,
Yesfrom the Left".
'The constitu-
tional agreement
does not solve
anything."
TheReform Party opposes
the constitutional changes.
See More, Vote No ".
"At
Levis-cUidMudent
has been wielding
considerable in-
fluence in shaping
the nation's con-
stitutional de-
Cone^Jdfci
the at-
tention of belea-
guered Liperal govern-
ment. most
powerful student ".
A No will unite
Keith Robinson
Referendum Report
Most people when theyhear about [Canada forAll Canadians] react
with relief, they all want to vote
no but they didn't say so until we
emerged, because they didn't
want to be associated with the
Reform party," said Deborah
Coyne, former constitutional ad-
visor to Newfoundland Premier
Clyde Wells and the present head
of the 'No' organization, Canada
for All Canadians.
Her group is for people who
oppose the Charlottetown agree-
ment, but who aren't comfortable
with other leaders of the 'No'
campaign says Coyne.
She says the proposed amend-
ments would destroy the country.
The current constitution is im-
perfect, but it is still working,
Coyne added.
"[This accord is] Meech Lake
times five, it would make the fed-
eral government increasingly an
agent of the provinces."
Coyne said it will cause a sub-
stantial transfer of powers from
the federal government to the
provinces. She outlined eleven
separate areas which may come
under provincial control includ-
ing labour market training, im-
migration, tourism, telecom-
munications and culture.
This transfer of powers will
make it hard for the federal
government to institute national
programs and standards, said
Coyne. According to a report
published by Canada For All
Canadians the federal govern-
ment "will be reduced to the
sterile role of chief cashier, re-
quired to provide fiscal com-
pensation to provinces not partici-
pating in a program."
"Anybody, from the ordinary
guy on the street to an academic
can see that it's going to make us
increasingly difficult to govern,"
said Coyne.
The agreement also violates
the principles of equality of
citizens and equality of provinces
said Coyne.
"This accord would take us
backward in our evolution as a
liberal democratic society...it
would create unequal citizenship
and that runs contrary to at least
125 years of history," she said.
"My view is that the distinct
society clause, the Canada clause
and the way aboriginal self
government is now being de-
scribed [in the Charlottetown
agreement],..is going to create a
hierarchy of groups in the coun-
try."
Coyne dismissed Prime Min-
ister Mulroney charges that a
'No' vote will be disastrous for
the Canadian economy.
"That's fear mongering and
it's desperation. They can't argue
the merits so they're resorting to
that,"she said. "In terms of the
uncertainty, there's some specula-
tion on the international markets
with the dollar because they're
uncertain about the outcome."
"All of that uncertainty will
disappear when there's a clear
'No' vote on October 26," said
Coyne adding that, "If we were to
determine our constitutional fu-
ture on the basis of fickle,
ephemeral international markets
then we're not much of a country
that's worth holding together."
Coyne bristled at the Prime
Minister's suggestion that those
who vote against the agreement
are "enemies of Canada."
"People are voting in good
conscience against this accord as
a bad deal for Canada. To say that
people are enemies of Canada is
just undermining the entire demo-
cratic process and trying to deny
us a real choice, and that's funda-
mentally unacceptable."
Coyne said that a 'No' vote
would not increase the chances of
Quebec's separation. A 'Yes'
vote, she says, would play into
the hands of the separatists.
"If [the Parti Quebecois]
come to power with this deal
they'll start appointing their
separatist senators, they'll start
negotiating more and more
powers away from Ottawa with
federal tax payers paying the bill.
And they'll start using the distinct
society clause. They'll pass an
environmental act that'll
eliminate federal involvement or
something.
"I'd rather them [the Parti
Quebecois] come to power
without this deal because if they
do that, they're just taking
Quebec one more step on the way
to separation."
Although her former ally
Premier Clyde Wells is now on
the 'Yes' side, Coyne does not
think this should matter.
"Back in 1990 we needed
someone like [Wells] to kill the
deal because we needed all those
signatures on a paper. This time
now with a referendum we won't
need a Clyde Wells because we
can take our destiny into our own
hands and kill [the Charlottetown
Accord] in the ballot box."
Coyne didn't want to specu-
late on possible outcomes for the
referendum except to say,"My
only comment one which
[Quebec journalist] Lysiane Gag-
non made when she said that a
'No' vote across the country will
unite the country at this point." !*g
Breakup likely
if Accord fails
Andrew Cameron
Referendum Report
What provisions are included in the Charlottetown Accord?What impact will the referendum have on Canada? What arethe possible consequences of a No vote on October 26? To
answer these and many other questions, The Cord spoke with Profes-
sor John Redekop of the Department of Political Science.
Professor Redekop has an extensive background in the field of
constitutional negotiations, and feels that the current problem was
"created by several irresponsible politicians", such as Prime Minister
Brian Mulroney and Quebec Premier Robert Bourassa, who "allowed
expectations to get out of hand, played upon emotions, and now have
put the country in the worst crisis in its history."
Overall, Professor Redekop is impressed by the Consensus Report
on the Constitution, although some of the specifics disappointment
him. He feels "the Charlottetown Accord is about the best we'll get,"
given the unrealistic expectations that have been nurtured.
The very first item in the text is the Canada Clause, a unique pro-
vision that outlines the fundamental beliefs of Canadians. Redekop
has "no great problem with this Canada Clause," although he would
sooner have many of the provisions covered by extended legislation.
He adds that judges will have to make the ultimate decision concern-
ing superiority of the clause versus the equally valid Charter of
Rights and Freedoms entrenched in the Constitution Act of 1982.
Another important aspect of the Accord deals with Senate reform,
notably that each province would have six elected senators, rather
than appointed representation by population. Professor Redekop finds
criticism of the changes to be "unfounded", although he ack-
nowledges that some problems do exist.
The most controversial problem may be British Columbia,
Ontario, and Nova Scotia mandating three of their six senators to be
female, a quota system Redekop sees as "singularly misguided.
"To insist that three, and only three, shall be women is, in my
view, an insult to women," he said. He asks: "What is the problem?
Sex is not a significant variable. It should not be."
"It may be the case that the best candidates are women, so why
limit them to three?" Redekop affirms that "there should be no
prohibition on any eligible person to run foi the Senate," as it would
undermine the strength of Canadian democracy.
If the result of the referendum is a No vote, Professor Redekop
predicts the economic devastation would be great. Interest rates
would skyrocket and the value of the Canadian dollar would plummet
in a desperate attempt to refinance our monumental national debt. Ca-
nadian and foreign investment in Canada would flee, unemployment
could increase dramatically, and "the recession would become, quite
likely, a depression." These events could occur before the
referendum, if a No outcome seems likely.
A political scientist must think ahead, and Professor Redekop says
that the ultimate break-up of Canada is far more likely if the Accord
is rejected, as the Parti Quebecois would probably win the next
Quebec provincial election and declare independence. 1*|
ft October26 Casj&dsbos will have opportunity tovole ia
the firs* national reforetwisaw in sft years. The 15*42
refcre«diitti asked f-anadiaos whether they wanted to i
conscript sokfiets for World War H- j
The vote ■wasyes* ftwas overwhelmingly swtqjportedoatside
of <J»ehec, b*it bitterly opposed inside the province. As we
anticipate the results of Monday's vote o», blttenaess looms
Ideally, a nHGbrciwfnsi is aft occasion fat a country to define
itself, a fiatfrom the cMrcoryon the nation*sdirection.Forging
a country's cw»w awy also lay hare the precarious balance
between principles and ptaetices, Division, alienation, and
anger are bred from the clashes ofdisparate view#.
This teatore provides a forum for people in favour of the
Charibttetown Accord, and for those opposed to it, toexpress
their opinions. When you vote on Monday, lioderstand the
significance ofyour deosioa. Yes or No, the result will forge
Canada's course.
Ac*taw Tlsojuasoa, Ecpojrt Mitor
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The British North American Act. 1867 
00 Provided the frame work for Canadian 
union 
00 POGG : Peace Order and Good Government 
The Statute ofWestminster. 1931 
00 Canada received legal freedom from Britain, 
except in amending the constitution 
The Constitution Act. 1982 
00 Patriated the Constitution from Britain, 
creation of an amending formula 
00 The Charter of Rights and Freedom, 
recognition of aboriginal treaty rights 
00 Quebec did not sign 
' The Charlottetown Aareement 
00 Inherent right to self-government for 
aboriginals 
00 Distinct society recognition for Quebec 
00 Equal and Elected Senate, 25 per cent of 
Commons seats for Quebec 
00 Social charter, economic union policy 
objectives 
00 Some fe~ral powers shifted to the 
provincial level 
-l 
a ori inal people are 
ed of Indian , Inu t and 
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Marsden a 
":ftrm undecided" 
Cathy-Jo Noble 
Referendum Report 
W hen questioned on her views about the referendum debate, Wilfrid Laurier President Dr. Lorna Marsden said that at this point she is "a firm undecided." 
"I believe that some parts are very good, for example the 
aboriginal self government aspect" Yet, Dr. Marsden also saw some 
problem points with the proposed accord. "I would like to support it 
but some parts of the agreement, I do not see as very satisfactory," 
said Marsden. She is disappointed in both the Parliamentary reform 
and economic union aspects of the agreement. 
Marsden had no difficulty with the distinct society part of the 
agreement. "I believe this is not the end or the beginning of constitu-
tional changes for the country," Marsden stated. 
She felt that painful negotiations would be the result of either a 
yes or no vote. However. Marsden is " both impressed and delighted 
of the depth and intelligence of the Laurier students concern for the 
referendum." 
"I believe Laurier has the most wonderful debate going. The stu-
dents know a lot about the issue," Marsden stated. 
Marsden gave no predictions about the outcome of the debate. 
Aboriginals say Yes to 
Charlottetown as a start 
Patty Chippa 
Referendum Report 
W hen one announces proudly, "I am a Cana-dian", what does it 
truly mean? Probably that your 
ancestors settled in Canada after 
emigrating from a country across 
the great blue pond. But when 
one of Canada's Aboriginal 
peoples exclaims "I am a Cana-
dian", the statement stands for 
something very meaningful. 
The abo.riginal people are 
comprised of Indians, Inuit and 
Metis, and the group population 
is roughly one million. There are 
ten linguistic groups, approxi-
mately 58 languages, and six cul-
tural regions. In terms of social 
conditions, the aboriginals' way 
of life is not that of the majority 
of Canadians. The standards of 
the peoples are steadily improv-
ing, as children remain in school 
for a longer period of time, and 
adults stay in the workforce will-
ingly. 
In the past, aboriginal people 
have formed political organiza-
tions to achieve equal rights and 
proper living standards; the 
seventies saw groups including 
Indians, Inuit and Metis to partic-
ipate in government on a national 
level, and these groups gained the 
recognition of natives in the Con-
stitution Act, 1982. 
These organizations continue 
to struggle for significant social 
and political status. 
The Charlottetown Agreement 
proposes that aboriginals will 
gain the inherent right to self-
government. The text of the treaty 
states that this native self-
govern.ment will "safeguard and 
develop [the natives'] languages, 
cultures, economics, identities, 
institutions, and traditions, and 
develop, maintain and strengthen 
thP.lT rpJ~t1nncoh~- .... .; .. L .. L .... !- 1- - ...1-
-·-- • ~ .... ...vn<>IIIJTW rurm~ ~, 
waters and environment so as to 
determine and control their devel-
opment as peoples according to 
their own values and priorities 
and ensure the integrity of their 
societies". 
Very significant in the 
referendum is the strengthening 
of the Canadian Charter of Rights 
and Freedoms to guarantee that 
"nothing in the Charter abrogates 
or derogates from Aboriginal, 
treaty, or other rights of 
Aboriginal peoples, and in partic-
ular,any rights or freedoms relat-
ing to the exercise or protection 
of their languages, cultures, or 
traditions". 
The new constitutional 
referendum proposes that 
"Aboriginal representation in the 
Senate should be guaranteed in 
the Costitution". 
But the Charlottetown accord 
does not deal with the role of 
aboriginal peoples in the Supreme 
Court, and the representation of 
aboriginals in the House of Com-
mons. An important factor to un-
derstand when considering the 
potential impact of this proposed 
Constitutional deal, is that the ef-
fects of implementation of in-
herent right to self-government 
would be delayed fur a five year 
_period. This is to ensure a con-
stitutional provision which would 
definitely protect the rights of na-
tive peoples. 
The aboriginals of Canada are 
certainly being recognized in the. 
text of the accord, and in my con-
versation with an Carleen Elliott 
aboriginal representative, I dis-
covered that the peoples are 
satisfied. 
I recently spoke with Elliott, 
who is Program Co-ordinator of 
Weejeendimin, the native 
resource centre here in Waterloo. 
This organization provides 
materials on native matters, and 
supports native initiative in com-
munity events. 
I asked Elliott to outline, from 
her viewpoint, what the proposed 
'self-government' would entail. 
She responded that "the self-
government clause would grant 
us recognition of autonomy - we 
were once an autonomous people, 
and we want to re-institute this 
autonomy". Elliott also pointed 
out that self-government w~ I 
lead to a stronger democracy. 
Her position on the pro~ I 
referendum is that she is certa 
in support of the new conSJ · 
tion, but she is concerned all • 
the lack of speed involved 
creating the text of the deal. ' 
feel also that some groups ~ 
been overlooked, such as the,: 
abled," she commented. 
-When· I asked how she t 
about the proposed rights of~ 
aboriginal peoples specifica, 
she replied, "It's a beginm 
anyway." I then sensed that 
was slightly displeased with 
deal, and asked her if anythillj 
the native rights provision 
fended her or her organization. 
She said, "No. We, 
satisfied with the inclusion 1 
this constitution does recogn 
the validity of treaties. And 
are ready to say, yes- let's do, 
-let's work it out." 
Do you agree that the 
Constitution of Canada 
should be renewed on the 
basis of the agreement 
reached on August 28, 1992? 
Yes campaign 
~on-partisan, 
-_hrf -- ~ 
say -t-ortes 
Greg Sloan 
Referendum Report 
0 n October 26, you will be called upon to vote either Yes· No in the referendum on the Charlottetown Agreement 
new club has been formed at Laurier to help you make ili 
decision·. The Referendum Yes Committee will be canvassing tt 
school asking students to vote Yes. 
Kim Dowds is the chair of the club. Dowds is also president oU 
Progressive Conservative campus club at Laurier. However, Do~ 
says she isn't running the Yes campaign solely in support of~ 
party. 
"It's totally non partisan," she said. ''I'm not doing this becalll 
I'm a P.C. I'm doing this because I'm a proud Canadian". There 
between 60 to 70 people in the Yes club from various politi 
parties. The purpose of the club is dual. They want to supply studeti 
with information about the referendum. Many students complain Ilk 
do not know anything abOut the Charlottetown Agreement. The clu 
had a booth from October 13 to 15 across from the Info Centrel 
hand out this information. 
Their second purpose is to persuade people to vote Yes and sur 
port the Charlottetown Accord. From October 20 to the 21, boo 
were set up in the Concourse reminding people to vote Yes. Mem~ 
of the club were on hand to answer questions. 
The club circulated among residences from October 13 to .11 
These were organized by club member Mike Gemmell, who's in f~ 
year honours history. He is voting Yes because he thinks "the accod 
is a good compromise. Everybody doesn't get what they want but it ' 
basically in between." Gemmell is upset with the response 
referendum has received at Laurier. "The apathy is disgusting and a~. 
palling," he says. 
no ds "I' ... v · ~T • 
__ w ~ _ says, 1!! !}Ct a ~msayer. _ ~~~~ r~u won 't cause th 
world to tall apart. !f }vu voie Yes you are just saying you agree wi~ 
the accord and disagree with the legacy of the 1982 constitution." 1 
The most important thing, she added, is to get out and ':~[e. 
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C A > n i U > o o d t u l l o n a i F e a t t =  R e f e r e n d u m  ' 9 2  
C o r d  C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  F e a t u r e  
K n o w  m o r e ,  v o t e  N o  
B e n n e t L u m  
R e f e r e n d u m  R e p o r t  
T  
h e  R e f o r m  P a r t y ' s  p o s i -
t i o n  o n  t h e  r e f e r e n d u m  
q u e s t i o n  i s  " K N O W  
M O R E " .  T h i s  s i m p l e  p h r a s e  
c a m e  a b o u t  i n  a  c o n v e r s a t i o n  
w i t h  t h e  W a t e r l o o  C o n s t i t u e n c y  
A s s o c i a t i o n  P o l i c y  O f f i c e r ,  M a r k  
H e c k m a n .  I n  t h i s  c o n v e r s a t i o n ,  
H e c k m a n  d i s c u s s e d  t h e  g e n e r a l  
d e t a i l s  a b o u t  t h e  R e f o r m  P a r t y ' s  
o f f i c i a l  s t a n c e  o n  t h e  C h a r l o t -
t e t o w n  d e a l  a n d  t h e  u p c o m i n g  
R e f e r e n d u m .  
T h e  m a i n  c r i t i c i s m  t o w a r d s  
t h e  d e a l  f r o m  t h e  R e f o r m  P a r t y  i s  
t h a t  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  a g r e e m e n t  
d o e s  n o t  r e s o l v e  a n y t h i n g ,  a n d  t h e  
d e a l  i s  a c t u a l l y  a  f r a m e w o r k  f o r  
f u r t h e r  n e g o t i a t i o n s .  A c c o r d i n g  t o  
t h e  P a r t y ,  t h e r e  a r e  a s  m a n y  a s  6 0  
d i f f e r e n t  c l a u s e s  w h i c h  i n v o l v e  
f u r t h e r  p o l i t i c a l  a c c o r d s ,  n e g o t i a -
t i o n s ,  a n d  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o n  t o p i c s  
s o  d i v e r s e  a s  i n t e r p r o v i n c i a l  
t r a d e ,  a b o r i g i n a l  s e l f - g o v e r n m e n t ,  
a n d  t h e  d i v i s i o n  o f  p o w e r s .  
A  s e c o n d  c r i t i c i s m  o f  t h e  
a g r e e m e n t  d e a l s  w i t h  e c o n o m i c  
i s s u e s .  " T h e  a g r e e m e n t  d o e s  n o t  
a d d r e s s  t h e  e c o n o m i c  i s s u e s  
t h o r o u g h l y , "  s a i d  H e c k m a n .  T h e  
t w o  e c o n o m i c  i s s u e s  w i t h i n  t h e  
d e a l  t h a t  t h e  R e f o r m e r s  w e r e  d i s -
a p p o i n t e d  w e r e  i n t e r - p r o v i n c i a l  
t r a d e  b a r r i e r s  a n d  s o c i a l  p r o -
g r a m s .  " I f  C a n a d a  i s  t o  b e  i n -
v o l v e d  i n  a n y  f r e e  t r a d e  a g r e e -
m e n t  w i t h  t h e  U S ,  w e  s h o u l d  
h a v e  f r e e  t r a d e  w i t h i n  o u r  n a t i o n -
a l  b o r d e r s , "  a n d  i n  t h e  d e a l ,  t h i s  
i s s u e  w i l l  b e  d i s c u s s e d  a t  a  l a t e r  
d a t e .  W i t h  s o c i a l  p r o g r a m s ,  
H e c k m a n  a g r e e d  w i t h  t h e  c o n -
c e p t s  b e h i n d  t h e  " s o c i a l  c h a r t e r " ,  
b u t  w a s  w a r y  o f  t h e  v a g u e n e s s  o f  
t h e  t e x t  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  p r o v i n c e s '  
a b i l i t y  t o  " o p t  o u t "  o n  n a t i o n a l  s o -
c i a l  p r o g r a m s  i n  r e t u r n  f o r  c o m -
A c c e p t e z - v o u s  q u e  I a  
C o n s t i t u t i o n  d u  C a n a d a  
s o i t  r e n o u v e l e e  s u r  I a  
b a s e  d e  I '  e n t e n t e  c o n  c l u e  
l e  2 8  a o u t  1 9 9 2  ?  
o n  t h e  C h a r l o t t e t o w n  a c c o r d  
R e f o r m  d e b a t e s  a t . t h e  T u r r e t .  _f!.i~: P a t  B r e t h o u ! "  
p e n s a t i o n ,  t h e  g u i d e l i n e s  f o r  
w h i c h  h a v e  y e t  t o  b e  d e t e r m i n e d .  
T h e  p r o p o s e d  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
a m e n d m e n t  f o r m u l a  i s  t h e  t h i r d  
p r o b l e m  t h a t  t h e  R e f o r m  P a r t y  
h a s  w i t h  t h e  C h a r l o t t e t o w n  a c -
c o r d .  T h i s  n e w  a m e n d m e n t  f o r -
m u l a  w o u l d  r e q u i r e  t h e  a p p r o v a l  
o f  t h e  f e d e r a l  g o v e r n m e n t  a n d  i t s  
t e n  p r o v i n c i a l  c o u n t e r p a r t s  i n  o r -
d e r  t o  c h a n g e  t h e  p a r t s  o f  t h e  
C o n s t i t u t i o n  r e g a r d i n g  n a t i o n a l  
i n s t i t u t i o n s  s u c h  a s  P a r l i a m e n t  
a n d  t h e  S u p r e m e  C o u r t  o f  C a n a -
d a .  " T h i s  n e w  f o r m u l a  w o u l d  
m a k e  f u r t h e r  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  e v o l u -
t i o n  v e r y  i n f l e x i b l e , "  s a i d  H e c k -
m a n .  H e  a d d e d  t h a t  f u r t h e r  c o n -
s t i t u t i o n a l  n e g o t i a t i o n s  u n d e r  t h i s  
f o r m u l a  w i l l  b e  v i r t u a l l y  i m -
p o s s i b l e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  w i t h  t h e  v a r i -
o u s  p o l i t i c a l  p h i l o s o p h i e s  a n d  
r e g i o n a l  i n t e r e s t s  t h a t  e a c h  
p r e m i e r  o r  p r i m e  m i n i s t e r  
r e p r e s e n t s .  
T h o u g h  t h e  S e n a t e  w i l l  b e  
c h a n g e d  t o  r e c o g n i z e  t h e  e q u a l i t y  
o f  t h e  p r o v i n c e s ,  t h e  R e f o r m  
P a r t y  d o e s  n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  a  
" l e s s - t h a n - t w o  E  S e n a t e "  w i l l  b e  
a d e q u a t e  t o  e f f e c t i v e l y  d e f e n d  
r e g i o n a l  i n t e r e s t s .  F i r s t  o f  a l l ,  t h e  
R e f o r m e r s  d o  n o t  a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  
i d e a  t h a t  S e n a t e  e l e c t i o n s  a r e  a t  
t h e  d i s c r e t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o v i n c i a l  
g o v e r n m e n t s ,  a n d  t h a t  t h e  p r o -
v i n c e s  m a y  c h o o s e  t o  a p p o i n t  
t h e i r  s e n a t o r s .  T h i s ,  H e c k m a n  
s a y s ,  " a l l o w s  f o r  p a t r o n a g e  a p -
p o i n t m e n t s  t o  g o  o n - - j u s t  a t  t h e  
p r o v i n c i a l  l e v e l . "  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  
p a r t y  b e l i e v e s  t h a t  t h i s  n e w  
S e n a t e  w i l l  n o t  b e  a s  e f f e c t i v e ,  
s i n c e  i t  c a n n o t  i n i t i a t e  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  
a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  o n c e  a  b i l l  
h a s  b e e n  d e f e a t e d  i n  t h e  s e n a t e  
t w i c e ,  t h e  s h e e r  s i z e  o f  t h e  H o u s e  
u f  C o m m o n s  w o u l d  o v e r w h e l m  
t h e  S e n a t e  i n  t h e  j o i n t  s e s s i o n .  
T h e  n e x t  p r o b l e m  i s  t h a t  t h e  
d e a l  i s  n o t  a  c u r e  f o r  Q u e b e c  n a -
t i o n a l i s m .  A c c o r d i n g  t o  H e c k -
m a n ,  " t h e s e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  a m e n d -
m e n t s  w i l l  o n l y  t e m p o r a r i l y  
s a t i s f y  Q u e b e c  s e p a r a t i s t s " ,  a s  
Q u e b e c  h a s  a l w a y s  w a n t e d  m o r e  
c o n t r o l  o v e r  t h e i r  a f f a i r s ,  a n d  t h i s  
d e a l  o n l y  g i v e s  t h e m  v e r y  l i t t l e  i n  
t h a t  d i r e c t i o n .  T h e  R e f o r m  P a r t y  
· b e l i e v e s  i n  r e s o l v i n g  t h i s  p r o b l e m  
t h r o u g h  a  s t r o n g  e c o n o m y  a n d  a  
r e n e w e d  f e d e r a l i s m .  
T h e  f m a l  i s s u e  t h e  R e t o r m e r s  
d i s a g r e e  w i t h  i s  t h a t  o f  t h e  c o n -
s t i t u t i o n a l  s t a n d i n g  o f  i n d i v i d u a l s .  
T h e  R e f o r m  p o l i c y  i s  t h a t  a l l  C a -
n a d i a n s  s h o u l d  h a v e  e q u a l  s t a t u s  
w i t h i n  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n .  A s  f o r  
t h e  " d i s t i n c t  s o c i e t y "  c l a u s e ,  n o w  
p a r t  o f  t h e  C a n a d a  C l a u s e ,  t h e  
R e f o r m  P a r t y  h a s  n o  p r o b l e m  
w i t h  i t ,  a s  l o n g  a s  t h e y  ( Q u e b e c k -
e r s )  d o n ' t  g e t  s p e c i a l  r i g h t s  a n d  
s t a t u s  t h a t  t h e  o t h e r  p r o v i n c e s  
d o n ' t  h a v e .  
T h o u g h  n o t  p a r t  o f  t h e i r  o f f i -
c i a l  c a m p a i g n  a g a i n s t  t h e  d e a l ,  I  
a l s o  a s k e d  a b o u t  t h e  i s s u e  o f  
a b o r i g i n a l  s e l f - g o v e r n m e n t .  
H e c k m a n  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  R e f o r m  
P a r t y  s u p p o r t s  t h e  i d e a ,  b u t  i n  t h e  
d e a l ,  t h e  f i r s t  m i n i s t e r s  d i d  n o t  
s u f f i c i e n t l y  a d d r e s s  t h e  d e t a i l s  
e n t a i l e d  i n  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  
a b o r i g i n a l  s e l f - r u l e  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  
s o u r c e  o f  f i n a n c i n g  r e q u i r e d  t o  
e s t a b l i s h  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t .  
H e c k m a n  a l s o  m e n t i o n e d  t h a t  
v e r y  f e w  p e o p l e  h a v e  e x a m i n e d  
t h e  t e x t  o f  t h e  a g r e e m e n t ,  a n d  t h a t  
o n e  s h o u l d  t r y  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  
i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  d e a l  s o  t h a t  
o n e  m a y  m a k e  a  r a t i o n a l  d e c i s i o n ,  
r a t h e r  t h a n  o n e  b a s e d  o n  t h e  C D t O -
t i o n s  s t i r r e d  u p  b y  t h e  m e d i a .  
W o m e n  i g n o r e d  a g a i n  
R . r i h  R A m 1  
a n . , . . : a - - . : - - 7  . . . . . .  
- - . .  - -
R e t e r e n o u m  K e p o n  
I  
t  i s  a  d i f f i c u l t  t a s k  t o  a n -
a l y z e  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  b e n e -
f i t s  t o  b e  f e l t  b y  w o m e n  
a s  a  r e s u l t  o f  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o o a l  
r e f o r m s  p r o p o s e d  i n  t h e  C h a r l o t -
t e t o w n  A c c o r d ,  a s  t h e r e  e x i s t  o n l y  
t w o  o v e r t  m e n t i o n s  o f  w o m e n  
a n d  g e n d e r  e q u a l i t y  i n  t h e  f i n a l  
t e x t  O t h e r  i t e m s  t h a t  w o u l d  r e l a t e  
t o  t h e  c o n c e r n s  o f  w o m e n  a r e  
n o t e w o r t h y  i n  t h a t  t h e y  d o  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  a d d r e s s  t h e s e  c o n -
c e r n s ,  t h e r e b y  l e a v i n g  t h e m  o p e n  
t o  s i t u a t i o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  
I n  o t h e r  w o r d s ,  w o m e n  a r e  
b e i n g  i g n o r e d  o n c e  a g a i n .  
T h e  C a n a d a  C l a u s e ,  w h i c h  
w o u l d  b e  u s e d  a s  a  b a s i s  f o r  i n t e r -
p r e t a t i o n i n  t h e  c o u r t  s y s t e m ,  a n d  
i s  a  s u p p o s e d  e x p r e s s i o n  o f  C a n a -
d i a n  v a l u e s , c o n t a i n s  o n e  i t e m  
w h i c h  s t a t e s ,  " C a n a d i a n s  a r e  
c o m m i t t e d  t o  t h e  e q u a l i t y  o f  f e -
m a l e  a n d  m a l e  p e r s o n s . "  I n  t h e  
s e c t i o n  d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h e  r i g h t  o f  
s e l f - g o v e r n m e n t  f o r  a b o r i g i n a l  
p e o p l e s ,  i t e m  5 4  s t a t e s  t h a t  a n  e x -
i s t i n g  p a s s a g e  g u a r a n t e e i n g  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  A b o r i g i n a l  a n d  
t r e a t y  r i g h t s  e q u a l l y  t o  m a l e  a n d  
fell!~!~p~lsons, al~:aay 
e n t r e n c h e d  i n  ~~.e C o n s t i t u t i o n  
Ac~ !~iS2, w i l l  b e  r e t a i n e d .  N o t  
i m p r o v e d ,  a s  i s  o b v i o u s l y  s o  
d e s p e r a t e l y  n e e d e d ,  b u t  r e t a i n e d .  
I n  a  c o u n t r y  w h e r e  w o m e n  
c o m n r l s e  -s z - - . n e r  c e n t  o r  m e  f x ) j j i i -
- - - - - r  . . .  - -
l a t i o n ,  b u t  h o l d  o n l y  3 9  o u t  o f  
2 9 5  s e a t s  i n  t h e  H o u s e  o f  C o m -
m o n s ,  m o r e  c o n c r e t e  s t e p s  m u s t  
b e  t a k e n  t o  e n s u r e  a d e q u a t e  r e p -
r e s e n t a t i o n  f o r  a l l  w o m e n  i n  P a r -
l i a m e n t .  
T h e  p o s i t i o n  o f  N a t i o n a l  A c -
t i o n  C o m m i t t e e  o n  t h e  S t a t u s  o f  
W o m e n  [ N A C ]  i s  t h a t  t h e  
p r o p o s a l s  f o r  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
r e f o r m s  m a y  a s  w e l l  h a v e  v e e n  
w r i t t e n  i n  1 8 6 7 ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  1 9 9 2 .  
A l l  t h e  g a i n s  a n d  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  
m a d e  b y  w o m e n  a t  t h e  f e d e r a l  
l e v e l  w i l l  b e  e r a s e d  i f  t h e  
p r o p o s a l  i s  p u t  i n t o  a c t i o n .  
T h e  p r o v i n c e s  w i l l  n o w  h a v e  
t h e  o p t i o n  t o  d i s c o n t i n u e  a n y  s o -
c i a l  p r o g r a m s  c o n c e i v e d  b y  t h e  
f e d e r a l  g o v e r n m e n t .  J o b  t r a i n i n g  
f o r  w o m e n  a n d  d a y  c a r e  p r o -
g r a m s  w i l l  m o s t  l i k e l y  b e  t h e  f i r s t  
' O n e s  t o  g o .  I f  w o m e n  h a d  a c c e s s  
t o  d e c i s i o n  m a k i n g  p r o c e s s e s  i n  
r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  t a l k s  
a n d  t o  t h e  C a n a d i a n  g o v e r m n e r . i  
i n  g e n e r a l ,  w e  w o u l d  h a v e  h a d  
m o r e  o f  a  v o i c e ,  w i t h  o n l y  
m a r g i n a l  i n p u t  f r o m  w o m e "  
I f  t h e  agr~tent i s  f ; ; ; : f u r n e n -
~Y d a m a g i n g  f o r  w h i t e  m i d d l e  
c l a s s ,  h e t e r o s e x u a l  w o m e n ,  t h e n  
i t  i s  a  c o m p l e t e  d i s a s t e r  f o r  p o o r  
w o m e n ,  m i n o r i t y  w o m e n ,  w o m e n  
w i t h  d i s a b i l i t i e s ,  a n d  l e s b i a n s .  
T h e r e  i s  n o t h i n g  i n  t h e  a c c o r d  
t h a t  e v e n  r e m o t e l y  a d d r e s s e s  t h e  
i s s u e s  o r  -i n t ; i j _ u a l i i y  f a c i n g  t.l.~~ 
g r o u p s .  T h e  N a t i v e  W o m e n ' s  A s -
s o c i a t i o n  o f  C a n a d a  f i l e d  a n  i n -
j u n c t i o n  w i t h  a  f e d e r a l  c o u r t  o f  
a p p e a l  t o  s t o p  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
t a l k s  w i t h  A b o r i g i n a l  g r o u p s  a n d  
t o  s t o p  t h e  r e f e r e n d u m  i t s e l f .  
T h e y  w e r e  d e n i e d  a  s e a t  a t  t h e  
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  t a l k s .  T h e i r  r i g h t  t o  
f r e e  s p e e c h  w a s  v i o l a t e d .  T h e y  
w i s h  t o  d e a l  w i t h  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  n a -
t i v e  g o v e r n m e n t s  w i l l  b e  e x e m p t  
f r o m  i m p l e m e n t i n g  a n y  d e f i n i t e  
s t e p s  t o w a r d s  g e n d e r  e q u a l i t y ,  
a n d  n a t i v e  w o m e n  w i l l  h a v e  n o  
p o w e r  t o  c h a l l e n g e  t h e  d e c i s i o n s  
m a d e  b y  t h e  m e n  h o l d i n g  p o w e r  
i n  t h e i r  c o m m u n i t i e s  a s  t h e  H u -
m a n  R i g h t s  A c t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  e x -
c l u d e s  A b o r i g i n a l  p e o p l e s .  
T h e  ' N o '  c a m p a i g n  o r g a n i z e d  
b y  N A C  i s  n o t  a  p a r t n e r s h i p  w i t h  
t h o s e  r i g h t - w i n g  f a c t i o n s  c r u s a d -
i n g  f o r  v o t e s  a g a i n s t  t h e  C h a r l o t -
t e t o w n  A c c o r d .  A C C 0 ! ' d i ; i g  i o  
J u d y  R.~~ic.:.C, p r e s i d e n t  o f  N A C : : ,  
t h e  f o c u s  o f  t h e  ca~~aign i s  t o  
r a i s e  aw~~;.ess, a n d  t o  o b t a i n  
~vme h a r d  a n s w e r s  f r o m  t h o s e  
c a m p a i g n i n g  f o r  t h e  ' Y e s '  s i d e .  A  
v o t e  o f  ' N o '  w o u l d  s e n d  a  s t a t e -
m e n t  t o  t h o s e  c o n t r o l l i n g  t h e  p r o -
c e s s  o f  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e f o r m  - -
w o m e n  m u s t  b e  c o n s i d e r e d ,  a n d  
e x p l i c i t  c h a n g e s  m u s t  b e  m a d e  t o  
t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  C a n a d a  t o  
e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  e q u a l i t y  o f  w o m e n  
a n d  m e n .  
W o m e n  r e f u s e  t o  b e  i n -
- . . .  . .  . . .t . . .  . .  _  - - - - - · - . . . . . . .  :  . . . . .. . . .  - S :  - !  
t l u e n c e < J  o y  m e ; ;  ~i:llt; L < t l ; u l ; : s  u 1  e ; ; I -
t h e r  c a m p a i g n s .  E q u a l  r i g h t s  f o r  
w o m e n ,  i n  r e a l i t y  a n d  n o t  j u s t  o n  
n a o e r ,  a r e  l o n g  p a s t  d u e ,  a n d  t h e  
C~iooei : l b  rt::~:~urlnm i _ s  o u r  
c h a n c e  t o  b e  h e a r d .  
M e e c h  L a . k e  A c c o r d  D i e s .  J u n e  1 9 9 0  
1 : & 1  ' Q u e b e c  R o u n d  '  o f  n e g o t i a t i o n s  f a i l s  a s  Mani~ 
a n d  N e w f o u n d l a n d  f a i l  t o  r a t i f y  t h e  A c c o r d .  
B e l a n g e r - C a m p e a u  C o m m i s s i o n .  M a r c h  1 9 9 1  
1 : & 1  Q u e b e c  o f f e r s  t h e  r e s t  o f  C a n a d a  p r o p o s a l s  f o r  
r e n e w e d  f e d e r a l i s m ,  w i t h  a  p r o v i s i o n  f o r  a  
r e f e r e n d u m  o n  s o v e r e i g n t y  i n  O c t o b e r  1 9 9 2 ,  i f  
C a n a d a  d o e s  n o t  r e s p o n d  s a t i s f a c t o r i l y .  
C i t i z e n ' s  Fon~m O n  C a n a d a ' s  F u t u r e .  S e p t e m b e r  l'?~u t o  I I  
J u n e  1 9 9 1  
1 : & 1  C h a i r e d  b y  K e i t h  S p i c t _ : ! " ,  o n  ~c r o a d  i n  C a n a d a  t o  g e t  
t h e  CO~!!?'....Uii pe~,..oo.:s f e e l i n g s  o n  t h e  n a t i o n  a n d  i t s  
i u t u r c : .  
J o i n t  C o m m o n s - S e n a t e  C o m m i t t e e  o n  R e n e w e d  C a n a d &  
S e p t e m b e r  1 9 9 1  t o  F e b r u a r y  1 9 9 2  
1 : & 1  L e d  b y  D o r o t h y  D o b i e ,  a n d  C l a u d e  C a s t o n g u a y  ( l a t e r  
r e p l a c e d  b y  G e r a l d  B e a u d o i n )  c o n s t i t u e n t  a s s e m b l i e s ,  
a n d  d i s c u s s i o n s  l e a d  t o  p r o p o s a l s  t i d e d  ' S h a p i n g  
C a n a d a ' s  F u t u r e '  
F i r s t  M i n i s t e r s  N e g o t i a t i o n s  o n  C o n s t i t u t i o n .  A u g u s t  1 9 9 2  
1 : & 1  T h e  C h a r l o t t e t o w n  A g r e e m e n t  i s  s i g n e d  b y  t h e  
p r e m i e r s .  
Quebec's most powerful student
Alex Usher
A McGill Tribune special
A classic complaint ofyouth is that their voicesoften go unheard in the
great political debates of our
time. But in Quebec, at least one
Levis-clad student has been
wielding considerable influence
in shaping the nation's constitu-
tional debate.
Mario Dumont, a 22-year old
Concordia economics un-
dergraduate from Riviere du
Loup, is president of the Quebec
Liberal Party's youth wing. He
made national headlines late this
summer when he defied party
leader Robert Bourassa by oppos-
ing the Charlottetown Accord and
leading a public walkout by youth
delegates from the Liberal con-
vention. Some see him as a
youthful idealist, standing staun-
chly against political opportunism
within his own party. Some de-
scribe him as a closet separatist,
inflexible in his opinions and
naive in his belief that Quebec
can hope for a better constitu-
tional deal than that negotiated
this summer by Premier
Bourassa.
Dumont was politically active
from a young age. He had an ear-
ly interest in student politics
while at CEGEP in Riviere du
Loup, but abandoned it soon after
becoming involved in the Young
Liberals.
fSYI? V.
"I went to my first convention not
expecting too much," Dumont
told the Tribune, recalling the
Young Liberals' convention of
1987. "But at that meeting I saw
all those young people discussing
issues with which youth are con-
cerned. They were frank, real dis-
cussions, not stiff at all, and I
really enjoyed the event."
Dumont hitched his political
star to that of Michel Bissonette,
his immediate predecessor as
leader of the Young Liberals. At
the 1991 Party convention where
Dumont was elected youth leader,
Bissonette's adroit use of the
youth bloc vote was instrumental
in killing any proposal that would
have watered down the party's
acceptance of the hard-line Al-
laire Report, which demanded an
unprecedented number of new
powers for Quebec as Party
policy. Dumont is widely seen to
have followed in Bissonette's
footsteps, but he rejects criticism
that his stand on the constitution
has been inflexible.
"If you accept the Allaire
Report [as the Liberals did in
1991] then you cannot in any way
accept the Charlottetown Ac-
cord," he said.
"It's not that it doesn't contain
everything in the Allaire Report,
it's that it goes in an entirely dif-
ferent direction. I'm not saying
that every comma and period in
the Allaire report should be
treated as if it were the Bible - but
you can't support the Allaire
Report when it's popular and then
change your mind in the period of
one week and defend something
different." Dumont acknowledged
both the awkwardness of negotia-
ting a new constitution to a tight
deadline and the difficulties of
finding a deal that will satisfy all
Canadians. But he is convinced
that the end result could have
been much better than what was
actually achieved. "Of course,
one could say that with more time
a better deal might have been
struck. But the deadline was set
18 months ago, and for the first
12 months nothing was done.
What we ended up with was an
agreement where 86 points are
not settled, 55 are left deliberately
ambiguous and another 31 points
were simply not negotiated and
left to future negotiations or ad-
ministrative agreements. What
they're saying is 'don't worry,
say Yes now, and we'll settle
everything later.'"
When asked about the reac-
tion of anglophone youth to the
constitutional accord, Dumont
seemed genuinely puzzled.
"Nothing's going on at Con-
cordia right now. I understand
things are starting to move at
McGill, but it's still nothing like
what's happening at francophone
schools, where the "No" side is
well organized."
Dumont was noncommittal
regarding the future within the
Liberal Party of those members
like himself who have defected to
the "No" side. However, he was
adamant that if the Party did not
have the good grace to accept a
referendum defeat, not only
would he not want to go back, but
the Liberals as a whole would be
in deep trouble.
"Will it be a happy reunion?"
he queried. "I'll let you guess."
Bob Rae, Yes
from the left
No forces can't unite country, says premier
Alex Usher
A McGill Tribune special
Quebec's "Yes" side in the referendumcampaign, trailing in the polls, has calledon other provincial leaders to boost their
electoral fortunes. Last week Premier Bob Rae of
Ontario swung through Montreal and met for a
half-hour with the McGill Tribune and the McGill
Daily.
Rae seemed optimistic, though not terribly up-
beat, about the prospects for a "Yes" vote in the
referendum. "It's never too late," Rae said, when
asked about the Charlottetown Accord's dismal poll
ratings of late. "Polls will go up and down, but I
think people's opinions are still very changeable."
Still, Rae acknowledged that die fight for the
"Yes" side has been a tough one so far. He was
plainly frustrated by the inherent difficulties in
competing against grandstanding nay-sayers for
media time.
"As far as the media is concerned, we haven't
been able to get our message out well. I've given I
don't know how many speeches I've given present-
ing the accord as clearly as I could. But that's not
what makes the news. Conflict makes the news.
Strong statements make the news."
The premier was at his most emphatic when the
discussion turned to the threat that the "No" forces
posed to Canadian unity."The 'No' forces came at
it from every different angle. It's very easy to say 'I
don't like this, I don't like that' and to blow any
one thing out of all proportion. The people who are
arguing for the No don't have a vision that can pos-
sibly unite the country. Pierre Trudeau can't unite
the country any more. Sharon Carstairs can't unite
the country. Mr. Parizeau can't unite the country.
Preston Manning can't."
"The 'No' forces have a terrible responsibility
on their hands. None of them has an overarching vi-
sion that can possibly bring the country together.
Their visions could only happen by denying the
realities of a number of parts of it are still pending
administrative or political accords.""Of course there
will still be discussions. That's true of any
[political] system. A "Yes" means the discussion
will continue, but the discussions won't be about
the existence of the country, they'll be about how to
make the country work better."
"It's like a marriage. There's only so often you
can go back and talk about the very existence of the
marriage before you start to question the marriage
as a whole. That's the dilemma of [Reform Party
Leader] Preston Manning's position. Each round,
the stakes get higher and higher. Mr. Manning's
view that voting 'No' will make the issue go away
strikes me as a little fantastic."
Rae was particularly harsh in his condemnation
of former Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau's recent
speech in which he compared Quebec nationalists
to blackmailers.
"That is the cheapest of cheap shots. Basically
what he's saying is that everyone who's been in
government in Quebec since the nineteenth century
has been a blackmailer, which is as little much to
get away with."
Though willing to discuss the flaws in the 'No'
position, Rae was clearly much more at ease ex-
pounding the benefits of the Charlottetown Accord.
This is never more true than when it comes to the
proposed "Social Charter", which was included in
the accord largely at Rae's insistence.
"I think the Social Charter is positive and
realistic," Rae said. "It's intended to provide a way
in which governments and Canadians can look at
their social programs and make sure we're doing
them will. I don't think it creates unrealistic ex-
pectations, either. What would create such expecta-
tions would be if people didn't see the link between
what we're doing in the Social Charter and the
country's ability to pay for it. I insist on being very
realistic about that. ■
o matter which side of the issue people ore on,
everyone agrees on one thing — the process
stinks.
For all the Royal Commissions, consultations
and Up service to Involvingat! Canadians, theaccord
was writtenhy twelve people locked away in a room.
Is it any wonder that what we have isan accord that
doesn't seem to satisfy anyone?
Quebec Premier fcohet* uourassa wanted a
distinctsociety clause, Alberta's Don <k¥tty wanted a
triple B Senate and Hob Hac wanted a social charter.
After hagglingfor months they finally struck a
deal. No one got what they wanted but everyone got
something.
Brian Mutroney hailed It as a tremendous vic-
tory, And what he had done was indeed rensuirfcuble.
He had taken a group of people with extreme and
often conflicting views and had got themall to agree
on something. A remarkable piece of negotiation.
However, his victory was hollow. A eonstitu-
tion should put forward a vision ol the country, U
should describe the type of nation we arc* It should
define whatkind olpeople we Jure.
There is no coherence, novision of Canada in
thisdocument, But is itanywonder* consideringwho
wrote It?
Provincialpoliticiansare not nationalists. Since
Confederation they have sought more and more
powers. Fortunately, their desires have always been
kept incheekbyan equallyambitious federalgovern-
uncut, bent on increasing its own powers — until
now.
Brian Mnlroney wasn't concerned aiwitt the
role of the federal government He didn't have any
vision of Ca<wrda. What he wanted was a deal — any
deal — and that is what he got,
Ihe premiers saw an opportunity to add to
their powers, at the expense of the federal govern-
ment and theytookft. The premiers should be the last
people asked to build a nation.
It's difficult to decide 'Yes' or W, Vote yes
and you are supporting a weak document that
satisfies «o one Vote wand you may be opening
up the country to even more rancorous constitu-
tional wrangling. Ami ifBrian Muironey & to be
believed, you willbe destroying Canada's economy
and brea&lag thecountryapart , :jv
Constitutions are supposed to capture the
essence ofa nation, to codify those valuesa people
cherish most The Charlottetown Accord does not
Inspire, it does notexcite;
But the referendum Is not fust about the
Accord* Its also a referendum on the future of
Canada, Hememfcer that when you're at thepolling
booth*
Yes or No? Canada without Quebec* or busi-
ness as usual? The Issues are coraptex, the results
uncertain. And the choice is yours,
Keith Robinson
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